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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . Receipt is acl^nowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(a)-(d), wliicli 
papers have been placed of record in tine file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1, 3, 4, 5 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Hartmeyer et al. (US 5,492,363.) See Figure 7 and col. 7, lines 45-57. Hartmeyer 
et al. teaches an inflatable airbag including an elastic inner membrane (52, described as 
being in the place of 68 of Figure 7 in col. 7, lines 46) provided in the peripheral wall of 
the airbag (64) and an outer membrane with a pucker (66) that is, regarding claim 9, 
integral with the material of the airbag. A plurality of vent holes (82) are in the inner 
membrane and the outer membrane extends across the inner membrane and the vent 
holes. The pucker defines an outlet flow path and the inner membrane is configured to 
stretch and seal (see col. 7, lines 40-45.) The inner membrane is secured across An 
aperture 967) formed in the fabric of the airbag. The inner membrane is stitched to the 
fabric (at 74.) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2, and 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hartmeyer at al. (US 5,492,363.) Hartmeyer et al. is discussed above, and with 
respect to claim 2 does not specifically disclose silicone. Hartmeyer does however 
indicate that rubber is considered to be suitable. It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to choose silicone as the 
material of construction, because silicone is a type of rubber that is well known for its 
elasticity and it has been held to be an obvious matter of design choice to choose a 
material based on its suitability for the intended purpose. Regarding claim 7, while in the 
embodiment discussed above of Figure 7, the outer membrane is integral, Hartmeyer et 
al. also teaches that it is contemplated to provide a separate outer member that is 
stitched to the airbag (see col. 4, line 39.) This approach is useful because it allows for 
preassembly of the valve before it is sewn to the air bag. It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to form the outer member 
of the embodiment shown in Figure 7 from a separate strip, in order to allow for 
preassembly of the valve. Regarding claim 8, Hartmeyer teaches embodiments that 
include a loose fold that is open at both ends, and the combination of such an outer 
member in the embodiment of Figure 7 would have been obvious because the 
substitution of one outer member for another disclosed by Hartmeyer would have 
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yielded predictable results to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 
Regarding claim 6, glued seams are a well known engineering expedient, and it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
glue the seams, in place of sewing, as a matter of design choice. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Moon, Okada et al., Ikawa et al., and Matsuoka et al. teach air 
bag vents of interest. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ruth Han whose telephone number is 571-272-6673. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paul Dickson can be reached on 571-272-6669. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Ruth Han 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3616 

/Ruth Han/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3616 



